Background
==========

Hematopoietic stem cell transplantation (HSCT) can lead to nutrition-related adverse events as a result of reduced body weight \[[@b1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b2-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. In particular, during the period from before the start of conditioning to the marrow suppression period, high levels of chemotherapy and total body irradiation can cause adverse events including vomiting and nausea, low appetite, mucosal defect, and taste defect, and oral intake can become difficult if graft versus host disease (GvHD) develops \[[@b3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b4-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. These adverse events and GvHD may lead to the need for total parenteral nutrition (TPN) \[[@b5-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]--[@b7-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. Therefore, nutritional support including a discussion on adverse events and gastrointestinal GvHD is needed \[[@b8-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]--[@b12-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

Improving oral nutritional interventions in patients with cancer has been shown to be associated with a reduction in weight loss and maintenance of quality of life \[[@b13-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b14-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. We previously used a nutritional pathway and showed the association between gastrointestinal GvHD and nutrition-related adverse events in patients undergoing HSCT \[[@b3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b4-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. However, the association with weight loss or nutritional adjustments has not yet been adequately evaluated and managing weight loss reduction remains challenging.

We hypothesized that implementing a nutritional pathway for patients undergoing HSCT that included nutritional education before the start of conditioning could reduce weight loss. We then examined the association between nutritional intake and various body composition factors. The purpose of this study was to compare nutrition-related clinical indices between patients who participated in a pilot study (historical control cases) and patients who received a nutritional intervention to increase oral intake, and to evaluate the benefit of our nutritional support pathway in patients undergoing HSCT.

Material and Methods
====================

Patients
--------

The Shizuoka Cancer Center Ethics Committee approved this retrospective, historically controlled investigative study (approval number: T24-32). Participants were patients aged 16 to 70 years old with pretreatment performance status (PS) 0--1, who underwent initial HSCT at the Department of Hematology and Stem Cell Transplantation, Shizuoka Cancer Center \[[@b15-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. Exclusion criteria were parenteral nutrition (PN) period exceeding Day 100 (with the transplantation day as Day 0), organ function not maintained, body mass index (BMI) outside the range 18.5--24.9 kg/m^2^, previous transplantation, patient refusal of nutritional intervention using the nutritional pathway, and participation deemed inappropriate by the physician \[[@b16-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]--[@b18-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

A total of 166 patients underwent HSCT from January 2007 through October 2016: the historical control group comprised 101 patients who were involved in the pilot study investigating factors related to weight loss from January 2007 through March 2012. The group that underwent nutritional intervention (enhanced nutrition group) comprised 65 patients who were treated from April 2012 through October 2016 and used our nutritional pathway, which included pretreatment education of patients by a nutritionist ([Supplementary Figure 1](#s1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="supplementary-material"}), monitoring of weight loss and nutritional intake during the hospital course, and enhanced oral intake \[[@b19-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b20-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. For pretreatment of HSCT, we used myeloablative conditioning (MAC) and reduced-intensity conditioning (RIC) \[[@b21-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. In all patients, the transplantation source included allogenic peripheral blood stem cell transplantation, cord blood transplantation, and unrelated donor bone marrow transplantation. All participants provided written informed consent.

Material and Methods
--------------------

All patients undergoing bone marrow transplantation at the Shizuoka Cancer Center routinely receive any nutritional counseling. The nutritional pathway used by the hematology/stem cell transplant team at the Shizuoka Cancer Center follows the food hygiene protocol in the Hematopoietic Stem Cell Transplant Society Guideline ([Supplementary Figure 2](#s2-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="supplementary-material"}) \[[@b22-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]--[@b24-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. Our nutritional support is composed of regular cuisine and food items and does not use enhanced nutrition or immunonutrition such as glutamine and arginine \[[@b25-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. In our HSCT nutritional pathway, a nutritionist visits the patient at the bedside every day from before the start of conditioning to completion of PN and inquires about the patient's preferences and adverse events, reports to the physician the energy and protein intakes from both PN and oral nutrition, confirms the physician's orders for dietary adjustment, and applies dietary changes in real time ([Supplementary Figures 1](#s1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="supplementary-material"}, [3](#s3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="supplementary-material"}) \[[@b3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b4-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b26-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

We compared the following parameters between the control group and enhanced nutrition group ([Supplementary Figures 1](#s1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="supplementary-material"}, [3](#s3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="supplementary-material"}) from the day before the start of conditioning (T1: baseline) to the day after PN completion (T2). At T1, we evaluated BMI and percentage of the ideal body weight (%IBW). From T1 to T2, we compared the following variables between groups: %LBW; number of cases with high %LBW (≥7.5%) over 3 months; skeletal muscle mass (whole body and trunk and limb mass); and total body fat. In addition, the percent loss of skeletal muscle mass (%LSMM) and percent loss of fat mass (%LFM) were calculated and their relationships to %LBW were compared in each group \[[@b27-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. Measurements were taken 2 hours after breakfast, from 10 am to 12 pm. We set the reference extracellular fluid to total body fluid ratio as 0.35, and extracellular water to total body water ratio as 0.40. We set the upper limits of extracellular fluid/total body fluid ratio and extracellular water/body water ratio, indicating mild edema, as 0.35--0.38 and 0.40--0.43, respectively. If edema was noted, the measurements were performed again the next day, as edema may influence lean body mass. All variables were measured using the high-precision body composition analyzer In Body S20^®^ (InBody Co., Ltd., Seoul, South Korea), which uses bioelectrical impedance analysis. The reduction rate for each variable was calculated \[[@b28-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b29-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. The energy and protein amounts for daily total nutritional intake, PN intake, and oral intake were calculated. The energy intake sufficiency rate was calculated using the following equation: \[(PN calories, orally ingested calories, or enhanced nutrition calories)/total energy intake\]×100. We compared the estimated basal energy expenditure (EBEE) sufficiency rate per ideal body weight (IBW) as determined by the Harris-Benedict method for total energy intake during the study period and evaluated the relation to %LBW in both groups \[[@b30-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b31-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. The EBEE sufficiency rate was calculated using the following equation: \[total energy intake sufficiency/EBEE IBW\]×100. IBW was calculated using the following equation: height^2^×22. Oral energy intake as a percentage of EBEE per day at T2 was compared, and the relation to %LBW was evaluated in both groups. We compared the oral energy intake/IBW/day over time in the 2 groups at T2.

To evaluate toxicity during the study period, we examined the relationship over time of the nutrition-related adverse event severity score and PS. The nutrition-related adverse event severity score was defined as the Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE) v3.0 and 4.0 total score, in which 1 point is defined as grade ≥1 vomiting and grade ≥2 nausea, low appetite, mucosal defect, and taste defect, divided by the number of cases for that day using information from medical records \[[@b32-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. PS was defined as the PS divided by the number of cases for all patients each day. To examine symptoms that resolved over time, we divided the total daily severity score for each nutrition-related adverse event by the number of subjects and presented this as a cumulative graph, then added PS to assess as a time-series graph. We compared the incidence of acute GvHD (grade ≥1) and grade of skin, liver, and gastrointestinal GvHD during the study period using the Transplant Registry Unified Management Program \[[@b33-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. We divided the gastrointestinal GvHD cases in both groups into grade 0 and grade ≥1, and compared their relation to EBEE sufficiency rate and %LBW. We evaluated the relation between gastrointestinal GvHD (grades 0--4) and oral energy intake/IBW/day in the 2 groups. We then compared the duration of PN administration during the study period and oral energy intake/IBW/day in each group. In addition to the nutrition-related indices, we also investigated the exact day of neutrophil engraftment, defined as the first of 3 consecutive days when an absolute neutrophil count ≥500/cm^3^ was achieved with no decline thereafter. We also examined serum albumin (Alb) and C-reactive protein (CRP) levels prior to pretreatment (during the 2 weeks before T1), as well as the day of their maximum values of these parameters during the clinical course, and evaluated the relationship between these 2 laboratory values. We compared the nutritional status of these 2 groups: MAC and RIC \[[@b34-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

Statistical analysis
--------------------

All data are reported as medians (range). The Wilcoxon signed-rank test was used to compare the 2 groups. Spearman's rank-order correlation was used to analyze the relationship between nutrition-related adverse event severity score over time and PS. JMP version 12.0 for Windows (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) was used for statistical analysis, and statistical significance was defined as *P*\<0.05.

Results
=======

From January 2007 through October 2016, 166 patients underwent HSCT. Of these patients, 101 were in the control group and 65 were in the enhanced nutrition group. In the control group, 22 patients had a BMI outside of the range 18.5--24.9 kg/m^2^ at T1, and 33 patients deviated from the nutritional pathway (29 transplantation-related deaths and 4 receiving PN exceeding Day 100 due to GvHD or other reasons. In the enhanced nutrition group, 17 patients had a BMI outside the range 18.5--24.9 kg/m^2^ at T1, and 12 patients deviated from the nutritional pathway (5 transplantation-related deaths and 7 receiving PN exceeding Day 100 due to GvHD or other reasons). The remaining 46 patients in the control group and 36 patients in the enhanced nutrition group were included in the analysis.

Baseline characteristics are shown in [Table 1](#t1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="table"}. No differences were found in sex, median age, pretreatment regimen, or transplant source between the 2 groups. [Table 1](#t1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="table"} shows the characteristics of patients in the 2 groups during the assessment period. No differences were found in BMI or %IBW between the 2 groups at T1. A significant difference was found between the groups in duration of PN. Compared with the control group, the enhanced nutrition group had significantly improved %LBW and %LSMM as well as significantly fewer cases of high %LBW of ≥7.5% over 3 months. The %LBW and %LSMM were related in both groups, but not %LFM ([Figure 1A, 1B](#f1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="fig"}).

In terms of the nutrition-related indices, a significant difference was found between the control group and enhanced nutrition group in total calorie intake. No significant differences between groups were seen in PN calorie intake and PN protein intake ([Table 2](#t2-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="table"}). No difference was found in the oral intake initiation day or PN calorie intake ratio between the two groups. The enhanced nutrition group had a significantly increased EBEE sufficiency rate. %LBW and EBEE sufficiency rate were related in both groups ([Figure 1C, 1D](#f1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="fig"}). Compared with the control group, the enhanced nutrition group had a significantly improved daily oral energy intake EBEE sufficiency rate at T2 ([Table 2](#t2-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="table"}) and significantly improved oral energy intake/IBW/day over time ([Figure 2](#f2-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="fig"}). PN duration (the assessment duration) and oral energy intake/IBW/day were related in both groups ([Figure 3A, 3B](#f3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="fig"}). The nutrition-related adverse event severity score and PS showed a direct relationship over time in both groups ([Figure 4](#f4-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="fig"}).

No significant differences were found between groups in the incidence rate of GvHD grade ≥1. Compared with the control group, the enhanced nutrition group had a significantly higher skin GvHD grade, but no difference in grade was found in liver or gastrointestinal GvHD. No difference was found in gastrointestinal GvHD grade between the control group (grade 0, 29; grade 1, 15; grade 2, 1; grade 3, 1) and the enhanced nutrition group (grade 0, 26; grade 1, 9; grade 2, 1; grade 3, 0; *P*=0.6902). After dividing the gastrointestinal GvHD cases in each group by grade 0 and grade ≥1, %LBW was significantly lower in grade ≥1 patients than in grade 0 patients in the control group, but no such difference in %LBW was found in the enhanced nutrition group ([Table 3](#t3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="table"}). A relationship was found between gastrointestinal GvHD grade (grades 0--3) and oral energy intake/IBW/day in the control group but not in the enhanced nutrition group ([Figure 3C, 3D](#f3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="fig"}). Engraftment day was significantly earlier in the control group than in the enhanced nutrition group (Day 17 versus Day 19; *P*=0.0438). Both groups showed a significant difference in both Alb and CRP levels prior to pretreatment and peri-engraftment (control group: Alb Day 14, CRP Day 12; enhanced nutrition group: Alb Day 15, CRP Day 12), but no relationship was found between the differences in the 2 groups ([Figure 5](#f5-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="fig"}). No significant differences were found between groups in the nutritional status of MAC and RIC ([Table 4](#t4-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="table"}).

Discussion
==========

This study used various nutritional indices to investigate the reduction in body weight loss in patients who underwent HSCT with or without an enhanced nutritional intervention. In both groups, %LBW, %LSMM, and EBEE sufficiency rate were related, and oral energy intake and PN duration were negatively related, suggesting the need for early nutritional intervention using a nutritional pathway. Compared with the control group, the enhanced nutrition group had significantly improved nutritional indices of energy intake, EBEE sufficiency rate, and oral energy intake over time. These results support our hypothesis that by introducing new nutritional education using the HSCT nutritional pathway for patients before the start of conditioning, energy intake administered throughout the nutritional pathway is increased and body weight loss is reduced. Given that no difference was found between the 2 groups in the amount of PN administered during the assessment period, the improvement in percentage of oral energy intake in the EBEE after PN completion and the significantly shorter PN duration in the enhanced nutrition group implies that the enhanced nutritional pathway may potentially reduce the use of medical resources. Furthermore, given the positive relationship noted between nutrition-related adverse event severity score and PS over time in both groups, we believe a reduction in PS led to a decrease in total energy expenditure (TEE) \[[@b35-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. Also, it seems that nutrition-related adverse event severity score led to decreased oral intake and reduced the diet-induced energy production \[[@b36-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. These results, as well as the fact that the EBEE sufficiency rate (control group: 104%, enhanced nutrition group: 115%) was related to %LBW, are consistent with previous studies \[[@b37-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

No difference in GvHD incidence was found between the control group and the enhanced nutrition group, but skin GvHD grade was significantly different between groups. The chief complaint in skin GvHD is rash, and although GvHD depends on the donor, GvHD prophylaxis, infections, and so on may have been related \[[@b22-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. Resting energy expenditure was not measured in the present study, so this relationship remains unclear. Compared with the control group, the enhanced nutrition group had a higher oral energy intake but no difference in gastrointestinal GvHD grade, whereas %LBW, which was related to EBEE sufficiency rate, was improved. One reason may be that even in grade 1 GvHD, in which the amount of diarrhea -- the chief complaint in gastrointestinal GvHD -- exceeded 500 mL/day averaged over 3 days, the nutritionist supported oral intake by providing a low-residue (low fat, low fiber) diet, thereby increasing oral nutritional intake without stressing the gastrointestinal tract.

The diet before the start of conditioning in patients undergoing HSCT is a normal diet (solid food). In our nutritional pathway ([Supplementary Figures 1](#s1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="supplementary-material"}, [3](#s3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="supplementary-material"}), as shown in [Figures 2](#f2-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="fig"} and [4](#f4-medscimonitbasicres-25-187){ref-type="fig"}, after passing through the overlapping nutrition-related adverse event severity score and initiating oral intake in patients whose appetite has recovered, the chief complaints (e.g., nausea and poor appetite) were managed by providing gelatin (which does not expand the upper gastrointestinal tract) or sorbet, ice cubes, and hot soup (which have an oral phase). The nutritional pathway is characterized by accounting for the meal completion percentage and meal preferences as the nutrition-related adverse event severity score decreases, and then, with the patient's consent, transitioning the diet to a regular diet (solid food) with meals adjusted to ensure adequate energy intake \[[@b3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b4-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b26-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

We do not use enhanced nutrition in the nutritional pathway at our facility for the following reasons: enhanced nutrition has a high osmolality and thus possibly induces diarrhea, which may confound the diagnosis of gastrointestinal GvHD \[[@b38-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b39-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. Enhanced nutrition has also been suggested to carry a risk of saliva aspiration in the perioperative period \[[@b40-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. Additionally, after the introduction of enhanced nutrition, a transition period to a regular diet is needed, and this may potentially prolong the hospital course \[[@b41-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]--[@b43-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. In addition, we did not use glutamine, which is useful in mucosal repair, in this study, because its use was not appropriate, it does not lead to early engraftment, and evidence of its utility in gastrointestinal GvHD in human studies is lacking \[[@b44-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

The nutritionist can respond to patient preference and nutrition-related adverse event severity score using various means. With enhanced oral intake, oral energy intake was improved, suggesting the possibility of maintaining quality of life \[[@b3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b4-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b26-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

We detected no differences in impact on the nutritional status of the MAC compared to the RIC \[[@b21-medscimonitbasicres-25-187],[@b34-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. The nutritional pathway can correspond to nutritional status MAC and RIC conditioning regimens similarly. The effectiveness of these preparative treatments can be evaluated objectively by establishing a nutritional pathway with nutritional intervention that continuously achieves the primary endpoint of prevention of loss of body weight \[[@b26-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

Our study design did not allow for a comparable incidence of GvHD between the 2 groups, which would necessitate randomizing the 2 groups while keeping the human leukocyte antigen allele consistent. In fact, such manipulation of GvHD incidence and pre-transplantation risk intervention are not applicable to the practical clinical use of the nutritional pathway and was neither practical nor explicable to patients \[[@b45-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. As such, a limitation of this study was that the effect of immunosuppressive agents and steroids on GvHD was not evaluated \[[@b46-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\]. In addition, our study did not include data on infections during the HCT period and any viral or fungal stomatitis \[[@b47-medscimonitbasicres-25-187]\].

In the present study, we considered nutrition-related adverse events (severity score) and gastrointestinal GvHD in patients undergoing HSCT using the nutritional pathway and used the EBEE sufficiency rate to monitor nutritional intake and factors associated with body composition. Our results suggest that initiation of nutritional intervention to improve prevention of high %LBW to \<7.5% over 3 months was necessary. The results of this study are important and may help to improve the quality of nutritional care for bone marrow transplant patients.

Conclusions
===========

In conclusion, our nutritional pathway for patients undergoing HSCT includes nutritional education before the start of conditioning and provides nutritional support that takes gastrointestinal GvHD and nutrition-related adverse events into account. This nutritional pathway was shown to enhance oral intake and may help reduce weight loss.

Supplementary Data
==================

###### 

Nutritional pathway for patients undergoing hematopoietic stem cell transplantation: Every day a nutritionist visits the patient at the bedside from before the start of conditioning to completion of parenteral nutrition (PN) and inquires about the patient's preferences and adverse events, reports to the physician the energy and protein intakes from both PN and oral nutrition, confirms the physician's orders for dietary adjustment, and applies dietary changes in real time.

###### 

The food hygiene protocol for Hematopoietic Stem Cell Transplant in the Dietary Department Shizuoka Cancer Center.

###### 

The nutritional interventions protocol for Hematopoietic Stem Cell Transplant of Shizuoka Cancer Center: Aoyama formula.

**Source of support:** This research project was sponsored by The Foundation for Promotion of Cancer Research and The Japan Dietetic Association under 2015 and 2016 Grants for Nutritional Guidance-related Research

![Relationship between percent loss of body weight, percent loss of skeletal muscle mass, and percent loss of body fat in the control group and the enhanced nutrition group (**A, B**). Relationship between percent loss of body weight and basal energy expenditure sufficiency rate (**C, D**). LBW -- loss body weight; LSMM -- loss of skeletal muscle mass; LFM -- loss of fat mass; EBEE -- estimated basal energy expenditure; IBW -- ideal body weight.](medscimonitbasicres-25-187-g001){#f1-medscimonitbasicres-25-187}

![Oral energy intake over time in each group.](medscimonitbasicres-25-187-g002){#f2-medscimonitbasicres-25-187}

![Relationship between total parenteral nutrition (TPN) period and oral energy intake in each group (**A, B**). Relationship between gastrointestinal graft versus host disease (GvHD) and oral energy intake in each group (**C, D**).](medscimonitbasicres-25-187-g003){#f3-medscimonitbasicres-25-187}

![(**A, B**) Severity score of nutrition-related adverse events and performance status (PS) over time in both groups.](medscimonitbasicres-25-187-g004){#f4-medscimonitbasicres-25-187}

![Changes in C-reactive protein (CRP) and albumin (Alb) levels before the start of conditioning and around engraftment.](medscimonitbasicres-25-187-g005){#f5-medscimonitbasicres-25-187}

###### 

Characteristics of patients.

                                                                   Control group      Enhanced nutrition group   *P*
  ---------------------------------------------------------------- ------------------ -------------------------- --------
  Study period                                                     2007.04--2012.12   2013.01--2016.12           
                                                                                                                 
  Sample size, n (Male/Female)                                     46 (34/12)         36 (20/16)                 0.0819
                                                                                                                 
  Age, mean (range)                                                54 (17--68)        60 (27--70)                0.0394
                                                                                                                 
  Disease                                                          0.4412                                        
   Acute myeloid leukemia                                          14                 11                         
   Myelodysplastic syndrome                                        13                 6                          
   Chronic myeloid leukemia                                        3                  1                          
   Acute lymphoblastic leukemia                                    10                 7                          
   Malignant lymphoma                                              5                  9                          
   Multiple myeloma                                                1                  2                          
                                                                                                                 
  Conditioning regimen                                             [0.741]{.ul}                                  
  MAC                                                              [33]{.ul}          [27]{.ul}                  
   Busulfan (\>6.4 mg/kg)                                          17                 16                         
   TBI ≤5Gy in a single fraction, 8Gy in multiple fractions)       13                 9                          
   Melphalan (\>140 mg/m^2^)                                       3                  2                          
  RIC                                                              [13]{.ul}          [9]{.ul}                   
   Busulfan (≤6.4 mg/kg)                                           2                  0                          
   TBI (\<5Gy in a single fraction, \<8Gy in multiple fractions)   0                  3                          
   Melphalan (≤140 mg/m^2^)                                        11                 6                          
                                                                                                                 
  Transplant source                                                0.2677                                        
   Peripheral blood stem cell transplantation                      13                 5                          
   Unrelated bone marrow transplantation                           28                 25                         
   Cord blood transplantation                                      5                  6                          
                                                                                                                 
  Cases of %LBW ≥7.5% (n)                                          15                 3                          0.0141
                                                                                                                 
  Days on parental nutrition, n (range)                            62 (29--100)       53 (34--92)                0.0372

MAC -- meloablative conditioning; TBI -- total body irradiation; RIC -- reduced-intensity conditioning; %LBW -- percent loss of body weight.*P* value is before versus after assessment period (Mann-Whitney test or chi-square test).

###### 

Assessment results in the control group and enhanced nutrition group.

                                                                 Control group              Enhanced nutrition group   *P*
  -------------------------------------------------------------- -------------------------- -------------------------- --------
  Total calorie intake (range)                                   24 kcal/IBW/day (17--36)   26 kcal/IBW/day (19--38)   0.0386
  PN calorie intake (range)                                      13 kcal/IBW/day (0--32)    13 kcal/IBW/day (0--18)    0.8611
  Orally ingested calories (range)                               10 kcal/IBW/day (4--28)    13 kcal/IBW/day (5--29)    0.0977
  Total protein intake (range)                                   0.7 g/IBW/day (0.5--1.3)   0.9 g/IBW/day (0.6--1.3)   0.0062
  PN protein intake (range)                                      0.4 g/IBW/day (0.0--1.0)   0.5 g/IBW/day (0.0--0.6)   0.1865
  Orally ingested protein intake (range)                         0.3 g/IBW/day (0.1--1.1)   0.4 g/IBW/day (0.2--1.1)   0.0699
  Oral intake initiation day (range)                             Day 14 (0--53)             Day 16 (0--41)             0.7974
  PN energy rate (range)                                         57% (0--88)                51% (0--78)                0.1959
  EBEE rate/IBW% (range)                                         104% (73--167)             115% (79--175)             0.021
  Daily oral energy intake EBEE sufficiency rate at T2 (range)   94% (30--140)              106% (55--183)             0.0159

EBEE -- estimated basal energy expenditure; IBW -- ideal body weight; PN -- parenteral nutrition; T2 -- the day after PN completion. *P* value is before versus after assessment period (Mann-Whitney test or chi-square test).

###### 

EBEE rate, %LBW, and oral ingestion in gastrointestinal GvHD (grade 0 versus ≥grade 1) in each group.

  Control group                                                                            *P*
  ------------------------------ ------------------- ------------------------------------- ---------
  GvHD intestinal grade          Grade 0: 29         Grade 1: 15, Grade 2: 1, Grade 3: 1   
  EBEE rate/IBW% (range)         107 (73--144)       96 (74--167)                          0.1716
  %LBW                           −3.3 (−9.8--7.4)    −9.0 (−16.7--0)                       0.0006
  Oral calorie intake            13 (5--28)          8 (4--14)                             0.0003
  **Enhanced nutrition group**                                                             ***P***
  GvHD intestinal grade          Grade 0: 26         Grade 1: 9, Grade 2: 1, Grade 3: 0    
  EBEE rate/IBW% (range)         112 (79--175)       116 (96--159)                         0.4744
  %LBW                           −1.7 (−10.5--4.6)   −1.7 (−9.5--2.4)                      0.9803
  Oral calorie intake            13 (5--29)          13 (10--18)                           0.6633

EBEE -- estimated basal energy expenditure; GvHD -- graft versus host disease; IBW -- ideal body weight; LBW -- loss of body weight. *P* value is before versus after assessment period (Mann-Whitney test).

###### 

Nutritional status of MAC and RIC in each group.

  Control group                                                  MAC (n: 33)                 RIC (n: 13)                 *P*
  -------------------------------------------------------------- --------------------------- --------------------------- ---------
  Age, mean (range)                                              45 (17--68)                 60 (26--65)                 \<0.001
  Preoperative BMI (range)                                       21.4 kg/m^2^ (18.7--24.7)   21.1 kg/m^2^ (18.5--24.6)   0.6455
  %LBW (range)                                                   −4.8 (−12.3--7.4)           −6.3 (−16.7--2.9)           0.3486
  %LSMM (range)                                                  −5.5 (−17.2--38.0)          −8.6 (−27.0--2.6)           0.3094
  EBEE rate/IBW% (range)                                         105% (74--167)              103% (34--131)              0.8046
  Daily oral energy intake EBEE sufficiency rate at T2 (range)   94% (30--140)               102% (34--131)              0.8434
  **Enhanced nutrition group**                                   **MAC (n: 27)**             **RIC (n: 9)**              ***P***
  Age, mean (range)                                              56 (27--70)                 63 46--69)                  0.0263
  Preoperative BMI (range)                                       21.2 kg/m^2^ (19.1--24.6)   21.6 kg/m^2^ (19.5--24.5)   0.9079
  %LBW (range)                                                   −0.9 (−12.3--7.4)           −3.4 (−10.5--1.0)           0.4957
  %LSMM (range)                                                  −2.0 (−16.0--12.6)          −4.1 (−20.2--3.5)           0.1919
  EBEE rate/IBW% (range)                                         112% (79--166)              132% (91--175)              0.1923
  Daily oral energy intake EBEE sufficiency rate at T2 (range)   106% (70--159)              102% (55--183)              0.6061

MAC -- myeloablative conditioning; RIC -- reduced-intensity conditioning; BMI -- body mass index; LBW -- loss of body weight; LSMM -- loss skeletal muscle mass; IBW -- ideal body weight; EBEE -- estimated basal energy expenditure. The*P* value before versus after assessment period (Mann-Whitney test).

[^1]: Study Design

[^2]: Data Collection

[^3]: Statistical Analysis

[^4]: Data Interpretation

[^5]: Manuscript Preparation

[^6]: Literature Search

[^7]: Funds Collection
